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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker.

———————

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the
order of the House of January 17, 2012,
the Chair will now recognize Members
from lists submitted by the majority
and minority leaders for morning-hour
debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with each party
limited to 1 hour and each Member
other than the majority and minority
leaders and the minority whip limited
to 5 minutes each, but in no event shall
debate continue beyond 11:50 a.m.

————
GASODUCTO

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes

the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.

GUTIERREZ) for 5 minutes.

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, we’ve
all seen bad horror movies, the ones
where every time you think it’s safe to
relax and take a deep breath, the mon-
ster is right behind the door. You know
the drill. No matter how hard the teen-
agers in the basement or the swimmers
in the lake or the hikers in the wood
try to get away, the creature just can’t
be stopped.

Well, the people of Puerto Rico are
stuck in their very own horror movie,
one that just won’t end, and one with a
villain that just won’t go away, except
the villain isn’t a guy wearing a hock-
ey mask or carrying a chain saw. The
villain is a bunch of government insid-
ers, and the horror story is about their
desire to build a huge gas pipeline.

It’s a pipeline that the people of
Puerto Rico don’t want, that experts
have said that Puerto Rico doesn’t
need, and environmentalists have testi-
fied will destroy the natural beauty of
thousands of acres on the island. And
this might be the scariest part. It’s a
pipeline that Puerto Rico doesn’t even
have enough natural gas to operate.

The name of the ©pipeline is
Gasoducto, and the horror story start-
ed in 2010. About all that has been
missing from the script is bad music
and vampires. The story has featured
the Puerto Rican people’s tax dollars,
as much as $100 million of them, paid
to consultants and lobbyists hired by
the government, including close friends
and allies of the Governor and his rul-
ing party.

It’s featured the government hiring a
consulting team of former high-rank-
ing Army Corps of Engineer employees
based in Florida. The consultants
magically convinced the Army Corps to
take review of the project away from
the local San Juan, Puerto Rico, office.
Where did they move it to? Surprise—
to Florida, right down the road from
where the consultants live and used to
work.

It has featured ever-increasing cost
estimates of the project, ballooning to
nearly $1 billion. It has featured huge
protests and marches by the Puerto
Rican people against the pipeline and
public opinion polls showing three-
quarters of the people strongly opposed
to the project.

It has featured power supply experts
who studied the government plan and
noticed one important flaw. Just as
Casa Pueblo, countless technical ex-
perts, environmentalists, scientists,
and I have insisted to the Army Corps
all along, the only current source of
natural gas supply available for this
project in Puerto Rico was too small
for a pipeline to even work.

And finally, it even featured—after
tens of millions of dollars spent—the
Governor appointing his own commis-
sion to make recommendations about
how Puerto Rico can make better use
of natural gas to meet its energy needs.

The commission, appointed by the
very Governor who dreamt up the

Gasoducto plan, made three rec-
ommendations. None of them—I re-
peat—none of them included

Gasoducto. Not one. Actually, they dis-
carded it and called it unviable.

Finally, the people of Puerto Rico
thought the monster must be dead. Fi-
nally, we can stop sending tax dollars
to connected government insiders, we
can stop worrying about our environ-
ment, we can stop wondering where in
the world the natural gas for a billion
dollar pipeline will actually come
from. But that’s not how horror movies
work.

Last week, the Governor was quoted
in the press as saying Gasoducto was
still alive. Why? Because the Governor
of Puerto Rico claims that the Assist-
ant Secretary of the Army, who over-
sees the Army Corps of Engineers, has
asked him personally not to withdraw
the Gasoducto application. Assistant
Secretary Darcy wants him, the Gov-
ernor, to wait a while before pulling
the plug, which is already on life sup-
port for this monster.

Personally, I find this hard to be-
lieve. I don’t know why an Assistant
Secretary of the Army would want to
keep a monster alive that is an
unneeded, unwanted insider boondoggle
that isn’t even wanted by the regime
that proposed it in the first place. But
I’'ve written to find out, is it true and
how could this be?

I expect answers, just like I expect
answers on my ongoing request to the
Army about how the Army Corps of En-
gineers has handled this application
and why the review was moved away
from their employees in Puerto Rico
and closer to a bunch of consultants
who used to head their office in Flor-
ida.

When it comes to Gasoducto, enough
is enough. Like in most bad monster
movies, Gasoducto has been almost im-
possible to believe from the very first
scene, a silly, unnecessary waste of
time and money. It’s time to roll the
credits and declare this monster dead
once and for all.
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IN MEMORY OF MAERSK
McKINNEY MOLLER

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
FARENTHOLD). The Chair recognizes the
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr.
COBLE) for 5 minutes.

Mr. COBLE. Mr. Speaker, I stand
today to honor the legacy and achieve-
ments of one of the greatest friends
America has ever known, Mr. Maersk
McKinney Moller, who died recently at
the age of 98 in his home country of
Denmark. Mr. Moller, whom I've
known personally for more than 2 dec-
ades, was a Dane and an American by
virtue of his American mother, a loyal
husband, a doting father, a brilliant
businessman, and a leading figure in

the development of the modern
globalized marketplace.
I initially met Mr. Moller, Mr.

Speaker, in his Copenhagen office. We
spoke for 35 to 40 minutes, and it be-
came apparent to me that I was in the
presence of a truly great man.

Mr. Moller loved America. It is no co-
incidence that his company’s U.S. flag
business unit, Maersk Line, Limited,
owns and operates the largest U.S. flag
fleet of vessels serving our military
today. In fact, these U.S. flag vessels
employ more American mariners and
have delivered more of the critical ma-
terial to supply U.S. troops in the Iraq
and Afghanistan conflicts than any
other carrier. And the same is true of
humanitarian aid and every other cat-
egory of government-impelled cargo
carried by U.S. flag commercial ves-
sels. Maersk McKinney Moller believed
in the mission and basic goodness of
America, and he demonstrated that be-
lief throughout his life.

Mr. Moller, Mr. Speaker, was born in
Denmark in 1913. He grew up in the
shipping industry that his father, Ar-
nold Peter Moller, had started in 1904.
In 1940, after the occupation of Den-
mark by Nazi troops, all the company’s
vessels in international waters were or-
dered to neutral ports and a third of
the fleet sought refuge in ports con-
trolled by the United States.
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Mr. Moller traveled to New York
soon after the occupation and ran the
operations from there through 1947.

Allied forces requisitioned the
Maersk fleet and most were subse-
quently lost to German U-boats in the
most devastating loss of merchant
mariner life in history. At the conclu-
sion of the war, Mr. Moller returned to
Denmark and continued building a
global business empire, becoming CEO
of the group in 1965.

In 1991, Mr. Moller wrote a letter to
then-U.S. Secretary of Defense Dick
Cheney highlighting the longstanding
connections between America and
Maersk. Among other matters in the
letter, Mr. Moller wrote:

Maersk is, and has always been, a strong
advocate for uninhibited free trade and the
principles of freedom consistently enun-
ciated by the United States and Denmark.
Our entire organization, and especially
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Maersk Line, Limited will be ready to serve
anytime should that be desired.

Mr. Moller stepped down as CEO in
1993, but remained chairman of the AP
Moller Group until 2003. Even through
the last few months of his life, how-
ever, Mr. Moller went to work every
day, walking up five flights of stairs to
his office.

Through his vision and leadership,
Mr. Moller built the largest container
shipping company in the world, but
never abandoned his love and apprecia-
tion for the United States and its peo-
ple. Over 70 years, he personally cul-
tivated and sustained a valuable part-
nership with the United States, one
that continues to support and advance
our commercial and national security
interests around the world.

Finally, Mr. Moller was a citizen of
Denmark, indeed, the world; but he
will always have a special place of re-
spect, admiration, and appreciation
from the people and the Government of
the United States.

——
CLIMATE CHANGE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, in
this time of extreme weather events,
our hearts go out to victims of the
storms, wildfires, power outages, tor-
rential downpours, the winds, trees
crashing into homes. It makes our
hearts ache, thinking of the suffering
of hundreds of thousands of people in
sweltering heat without electricity.

Beyond our shores, we see this ex-
treme weather is global in scale, such
as the flash floods that killed hundreds
in Russia this last week. We must
pause, shudder, and feel sadness for
those families.

For many, the instinct is to help peo-
ple resettle, rebuild, and reconnect.
But the Nation’s elected leaders should
do more than comfort those in distress
and try to help people recover. As pol-
icymakers, shouldn’t we act to try and
prevent the next catastrophe?

Some of this is relatively simple and
straightforward, even if potentially
controversial. Don’t relocate people
right back in the same flame or flood
zone. We know they’ll be ravaged by
fire and flood. At a minimum, we
shouldn’t have the Federal Govern-
ment pay to put people right back in
harm’s way.

This discussion is part of flood insur-
ance reform and national disaster pol-
icy that I personally have been work-
ing on for decades. We have made some
progress, but not nearly what we
should.

You would think we would stop mak-
ing it worse, yet we allow more and
more people to move into the flame
zone seeking to live with nature, and
these people then expect government
to prevent nature from doing what it’s
done for eons. In most cases, the fires
in these areas not only cannot be
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stopped, but we make the next fire
worse by suppressing nature’s natural
fire cycle until there’s so much fuel in
the forest that the inevitable next fire
burns longer and more furiously, put-
ting more at risk.

The more people who are permitted
or even encouraged to build homes and
live in an area that cannot be defended
is a prescription for disaster. It’s an ex-
ample of political malpractice, a head-
in-the-sand attitude that many today
in this Chamber have regarding -cli-
mate change, rising sea level and
weather instability, which are all com-
pletely predictable, foreseen con-
sequences of carbon pollution.

It’s being played out in a variety of
areas. We’re watching oceans become
more acidic, bleaching and Kkilling
coral reefs, which are the rain forests
of the sea. Shouldn’t we be doing some-
thing to try and prevent it?

On the land, it’s becoming clear what
warming will mean to our communities
with more instability, hotter tempera-
tures, heavier precipitation events,
23,383 all-time heat records set this
year.

The worst example of government re-
sponse, I think, is legislation in North
Carolina, and it’s already passed the
State senate and is working its way
through, that would prevent the State
and local governments from planning
based on the best scientific evidence
about the accelerating pace of sea level
increase.

In Congress, it’s notable that one of
our major parties has firm opposition
to even using the words ‘‘climate
change,” let alone plan for or prevent
it happening. It’s not an energy policy
to promote more carbon pollution and
lavish support for old fossil fuel tech-
nology, nor to claim climate science is
a hoax.

That’s the mindset that puts at risk
replacement of a vitally needed sat-
ellite providing climate data. With all
the ominous signs, horrific events and
high stakes, how can we, as policy-
makers, not at least give weight to the
advice of the vast majority of sci-
entists.

I'1l tell you, this current generation
of politicians will be asked by their
grandchildren what could you possibly
have been thinking. Indeed, I'll wager
that some of today’s policymakers,
even the most obtuse and dogmatic,
will live long enough to regret their
hostility to science and their short-
sighted devotion to politics of the mo-
ment over the future of the planet and
their very families.

They are like King Canute, who or-
dered the tide not to come in until it
washed over his feet. Unlike King
Canute, today’s policymakers could do
something about it.

———
HEALTH TAX

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. FORBES) for 5 minutes.

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, several
days ago I was one of only a handful of
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Members of Congress who actually sat
in the Supreme Court and listened to
five Justices debate and say that they
believed that the President’s health
tax was constitutional, and I watched
them debate the four Justices who be-
lieved it was not constitutional.

Because one more Justice believed it
was constitutional than the four that
believed it was not constitutional, our
friends on the other side of the aisle be-
lieve that we should now step back and
do nothing and just allow this health
tax to be imposed on the American peo-
ple.

Well, we reject that suggestion, and
the reason we do is because today the
number one issue in the American peo-
ple’s minds is the economy, and the
number one concern we have about the
economy is the loss of their jobs. Yet
we have watched as this administra-
tion has had 41 straight months of un-
employment in excess of 8 percent.

We have watched as their policies
have delivered us a net loss of 473,000
jobs, and we are about to unleash three
enormous job killers on the American
public. In just a few months, we will in-
crease taxes on the American people if
we refuse to extend the Bush tax cuts,
which will cost thousands of jobs. Yet
our friends on the other side of the
aisle say we should step back and do
nothing, and we reject that notion.

In just a few months, based on legis-
lation this President approved and
signed into law, we will have massive
defense cuts that his own Secretary of
Defense says will cost us 1.5 million
jobs, and our friends on the other side
of the aisle say we should do nothing
and just let that come on the American
people. We reject that notion.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, as this health
tax gets ready to be imposed on the
American people, based on the Congres-
sional Budget Office, it will cost 800,000
jobs. Yet our friends on the other side
of the aisle say we should take no ac-
tion and just let it happen. We reject
that notion.

The reason we reject it is because the
American people realize that as we
take an action to repeal this health
tax, we are setting a new course for
health care in America. As we set a
new course for health care in America,
we begin to do what the American peo-
ple want us to do and set a new course
and a new direction for America.

—
O 1020

AMERICANS NEED REAL
SOLUTIONS TO REAL PROBLEMS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. CONNOLLY) for 5 minutes.

Mr. CONNOLLY of Virginia. Boy, my
friend from Virginia could not be more
wrong.

What exactly are the House Repub-
licans trying to accomplish with to-
day’s 31st repeal vote of health care?
One of the first votes Republicans
brought to the floor when they became
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the majority in January of 2011 was to
repeal the health care insurance reform
law in its entirety. That bill passed out
of the House on a virtual party-line
vote, so you’d think Republicans would
move on to the real challenges facing
our economy like unemployment and
the expiration of individual and busi-
ness tax cuts.

In the face of the Supreme Court rul-
ing declaring important health insur-
ance protections in the Affordable Care
Act constitutional, House Republicans
are not repealing that earlier vote but
instead setting up a repeat of it. They
have become so ideologically immov-
able that they can think of no more
constructive solution than to simply
replay this bit of political theater.
Meanwhile, 56 percent of Americans
say it’s time to move on to the true
pressing challenges facing our Nation,
according to a Kaiser Family Founda-
tion poll. A quick review of those chal-
lenges shows that this Republican
House majority has not even tried to
address them.

Let’s start with the very real threat
of expiring tax cuts creating a drag on
our economy. There are a number of al-
ready expired and expiring tax cuts, in-
cluding the alternative minimum tax
patch, which could affect 34 million
Americans. Then there’s the payroll
tax cut affecting 160 million Americans
and numerous businesses, including the
Bush tax cuts, which expire later this
year. All combined, the expiration of
those tax cuts could add up to a $4,000
per household bill on Americans. So
far, House Republicans haven’t felt the
urgency to hold a single vote to extend
any of those tax cuts.

How about the Medicare doc fix? If
Congress doesn’t extend the sustain-
able growth rate patch, Medicare and
TRICARE doctors will see more than a
27 percent cut in their reimbursements,
causing many of them to stop seeing
patients. Millions of seniors and mili-
tary members and retirees could lose
access to their doctors. But not a sin-
gle vote has been proposed by the Re-
publicans to stop that from happening.

Then there’s the debt ceiling. With-
out action, the Nation will once again
risk breaching its statutory limit, trig-
gering a historic default. Last summer,
we achieved a bipartisan agreement to
raise that ceiling and lower the deficit
at the same time, warding off the cata-
clysmic effects of default, but not be-
fore House Republicans pushed us to
the brink, resulting in the first time
ever a downgrading of U.S. credit. The
American people don’t want a repeat of
that sad chapter in our history, and
our economy certainly cannot afford it.
Ronald Reagan knew the value of en-
suring America fulfilled its commit-
ments. He raised the debt ceiling 18
times with no conditionality.

What about a comprehensive jobs
bill? After 27 straight months of pri-
vate sector job growth, cleaning up the
mess President Obama inherited, the
base of U.S. job creation has begun to
slow in the wake of instability in Euro-
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pean markets. Before the July 4 holi-
day, we achieved a rare feat for this
Congress in passing a bipartisan reau-
thorization of the transportation bill,
giving a much-needed jolt to the con-
struction sector. But we can and
should do more to spur hiring in the al-
ternative energy sector, manufac-
turing, health care, and more. But in-
stead of focusing on jobs, which they
claimed in the last election was their
focus, Republicans are creating a sense
of deja vu all over again on the floor by
staging a repeat of the health care re-
form.

Lost in this political pandering is the
fact that the Affordable Care Act is ac-
tually working. Seniors who fall in the
prescription drug doughnut hole are
saving an average of $651 this year
alone. Almost 13 million Americans are
eligible for rebates averaging $151 from
their insurance companies, thanks to
new requirements in the bill. Pre-
miums for Medicare Advantage are
down 7 percent for the first time ever
and benefits are up and enrollment is
up 10 percent. Medicare is on track to
save $200 billion by 2016, pursuant to
the act, without one benefit being
cut—in fact, benefits improving.

Mr. Speaker, the House majority is
selectively ignoring those improve-
ments to justify this repeat of its re-
peal vote. With so much to do—with
American businesses and families wait-
ing for tax predictability, with the
economy bracing for the impending fis-
cal cliff, with almost 4 million people
still searching for employment—House
Republicans are still offering more of
the same. And sadly, it’s not enough.
Americans need real solutions to real
problems. Let’s get on with them.

————

HIGH-LEVEL NUCLEAR WASTE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS) for 5 minutes.

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I come
back on the floor as I have almost
weekly throughout this entire Con-
gress for 2 years to talk about the issue
of high-level nuclear waste and what
are we to do about it. And I really ap-
plaud my colleagues who joined me on
June 6, 2012, on an amendment to a
spending bill. It was a bipartisan vote;
326 Members of Congress supported fin-
ishing the scientific study on Yucca
Mountain. That’s the money that we
had appropriated and that Senator
REID and President Obama did not
spend for the scientific study. Then, in
the last two cycles, Senator REID has
been blocking additional money for fin-
ishing the scientific study. So 226 Re-
publicans and 98 Democrats joined me
to really stress the point that we’ve
got to finish this.

Yucca Mountain started in 1982 with
the Nuclear Waste Policy Act. It was
the defined location—it is the defined
location—under current law under the
amendments passed in 1987. To not ful-
fill and not to move forward is, in my
estimation, breaking the law of the
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land. And who’s complicit in this is our
friends on the other side and the Presi-
dent of the United States.

Now, how does that affect the rest of
the Nation and the Senators involved
and Members involved? Well, we com-
pare the current site of Yucca Moun-
tain to where nuclear waste is located
around this country. Yucca Mountain
currently has no nuclear waste on-site.
We’ve already spent $15 million over 20
years trying to finish this project. It
would be stored a thousand feet under-
ground, it would be a thousand feet
above the water table, and it would be
a hundred miles from the Colorado
River.

Well, let’s look at where we have nu-
clear waste, and nuclear waste is de-
fined by a lot of different titles. Some
is just spent fuels from nuclear utili-
ties. A lot of our nuclear waste is de-
fense waste: reprocessed, weaponized
uranium or the chemicals needed to ef-
fect that.

So we have a Department of Energy
location at Idaho National Labs. How
much waste is in Idaho right now?
We’ve got 5,090 canisters on-site. Waste
is stored above the ground and in pools.
Waste is 500 feet above the water table
and waste is 50 miles from Yellowstone
National Park, a major tourist destina-
tion for many of our citizens through-
out this country.

This is a Senate issue, really, and not
a House issue anymore since the House
is on record, especially with this vote
this year of 326 of our colleagues in
support. Where are the Senators? The
last time I came down to the floor, I
talked about the State of Missouri and
Senator MCCASKILL, who is undecided
after being a U.S. Senator for 5% years.
Well, now I turn to Montana, who’s a
neighbor to Idaho, and another unde-
cided Senator, Senator JON TESTER.
Can you imagine being a U.S. Senator
for 5% years, having nuclear waste in
the State next to you and never having
a position on what do we do with the
final position on nuclear waste, wheth-
er it’s nuclear waste in spent fuel or
whether it’s nuclear waste in our de-
fense industry?

A place like Hanford, Washington,
where we have millions of gallons of
toxic nuclear waste that’s designed to
go to Yucca Mountain, couldn’t a U.S.
Senator in 5% years say, I think yes, or
I think no? Why is that important?
You look at the total tally of what
we’ve done over the past year and a
half trying to identify where Senators
stand. We have 55 Senators who sup-
port moving forward on Yucca Moun-
tain. We have 22 question marks, one of
them being Senator TESTER from Mon-
tana. And then we have 23 identified
“no” votes. Really, to close debate,
based upon the Senate rules, you need
60. If we can move Senator MCCASKILL
and Senator TESTER, that brings us to
57 Senators and really a game-changing
position to resolve this issue of high-
level nuclear waste, which is pretty
much throughout the country.

In my own State, my colleagues here
on the floor in the State of Illinois, we
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are the largest nuclear-generating
State in the country. We have six loca-
tions, 11 reactors. Some are right on
Lake Michigan, Wisconsin; nuclear
power plants right on Lake Michigan,
Michigan; nuclear power plants right
on Lake Michigan. Would you rather
have high-level nuclear waste in the
desert underneath a mountain or would
you rather have it next to Lake Michi-
gan or b0 miles from Yellowstone Na-
tional Park? I think the answer is sim-
ple.

This has become politicized because
of the Majority Leader of the Senate
and his partner in crime, the President
of the United States. It’s time for us to
move on good public policy: identify,
centrally locate, and store high-level
nuclear waste underneath a mountain
in a desert.

J 1030
THE AFFORDABLE CARE ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Wisconsin (Ms. BALDWIN) for 5 minutes.

Ms. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, thanks
to the Affordable Care Act, roughly 17
million American children with pre-
existing medical conditions can no
longer be discriminated against and be
denied health insurance by insurance
companies. And yet, rather than focus
on the key tasks of creating jobs and
strengthening the middle class in
America, my Republican colleagues
want to tear up the health care law.
They want to rip up the independent
decision by our Supreme Court, by Jus-
tices appointed by Presidents of both
parties, finding the Affordable Care Act
is on firm constitutional footing, and
they want to start all over again, put-
ting the coverage of those millions of
children I just spoke about at risk.

This vote is personal. Health care is
personal. When I was 9, I had a serious
childhood illness. I spent 3 months in
the hospital. My grandparents, who
were raising me, found out that their
family insurance didn’t cover me. They
made great sacrifices to help pay for
my care. But if that weren’t enough,
when my grandparents then looked for
insurance that would cover me, they
couldn’t find coverage at any price. I
was considered one of those kids with a
preexisting medical condition, never
mind that I had fully recovered from
my illness. No child should ever be de-
nied coverage for that reason.

I grew up believing that no family
should have to go through what ours
did. Parents or grandparents shouldn’t
have to worry, shouldn’t have to lay
awake at night worrying about wheth-
er they can provide for a sick child or
whether an illness might bankrupt
their family.

Families now know that insurance
companies can’t discriminate against
their children based on a preexisting
condition. Turning back the clock so
insurance companies can, once again,
deny children access to care is simply
wrong.

July 11, 2012

It is time that we all move forward.
It is time that we work together. It is
time to make this Affordable Care Act
work for the American people.

GOVERNMENT BY CONSENT OF
THE GOVERNED

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. WALBERG) for 5 minutes.

Mr. WALBERG. Mr. Speaker, despite
talk of political gridlock in D.C., Re-
publicans and Democrats can agree on
at least one thing—the economy is in
rough shape. For the past 41 months,
the unemployment rate has not gone
below 8 percent, causing worry, uncer-
tainty, and frustration for many fami-
lies living in Michigan and across the
U.S. But unfortunately, things can still
get worse.

It’s time for President Obama and
the Senate to stop pushing their failed
agendas and start applying common-
sense policies that work. My Repub-
lican colleagues and I in the House
have been listening to the American
people and remain committed to poli-
cies that spur job creation, reduce
costs, and restore power back to the
people.

Last month’s employment report
showed that millions of Americans still
are without a job and the unemploy-
ment rate is stuck at 8.2 percent.
Meanwhile, the anemic job growth is
even worse in my district where some
areas show an unemployment rate of
over 9 percent. Nationwide, the rate of
“real unemployment,” which includes
the unemployed, the underemployed,
and those that want to work but have
given up looking, now totals 14.9 per-
cent. Making matters worse, the num-
ber of weeks it takes a worker to find
a job has more than doubled since
President Obama took office. Is this
hope and change?

But it’s not just the unemployment
numbers which paint a grim picture of
our economy. Government spending is
out of control. With 84 days left in the
fiscal year, the government has already
spent its way into another $1 trillion
deficit. Despite this out-of-control
spending, the Senate hasn’t bothered
to pass a budget in more than 3 years.
Since that time, the Federal Govern-
ment has added more than $4 trillion to
our national debt.

Families and businesses in my dis-
trict and across the country know that
they can’t spend more than they make,
which is why they create budgets and
why they sometimes have to make
tough choices to prevent them from
drowning in debt. They get it, but
sadly, their President and Senate still
refuse to look at the facts.

But they also refuse to listen to the
American people. According to the
polls, Americans, and especially those
in my district, are angry about having
a government takeover of health care
and the largest tax increase in history.
Health care coverage is already too ex-
pensive for many families in my dis-
trict, and this health care takeover
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will not only make it more expensive,
but put Federal bureaucracy between
them and their doctor. On top of that,
it will hinder job creators from hiring
by requiring them to either offer costly
government-mandated health insur-
ance or pay a steep fine.

So far, my colleagues and I in the
House have taken 30 floor votes to re-
peal, defund, and dismantle the law.
After it’s gone, we can start over with
commonsense reforms that will return
choices to the patients and not burden
job creators with higher costs, new reg-
ulations, and more uncertainty.

It’s obvious to the American people
that the President’s policies are failing
and making the economy worse. In-
stead, they want the government to
stop taxing them more, stop creating
new harmful regulations, and stop
coming between them and their doctor.

House Republicans have been listen-
ing. That’s why we will continue to
work on repealing this unfavorable and
costly health care law. It’s why we al-
ready put forth a balanced, responsible
budget, and it’s why we put together a
plan for America’s job creators to cre-
ate an environment in which small
businesses can grow and hire and where
health care is affordable again.

Currently, there are 27 bipartisan
jobs bills that have been passed by the
House and are languishing in the Dem-
ocrat-controlled Senate. My hope is
that the President and Senate stop
talking to the American people and
start listening to them.

—————

THE AFGHANISTAN WAR: COSTING
US DEARLY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. WOOLSEY) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Another day, Mr.
Speaker, another wave of attacks by
insurgents in Afghanistan. The New
York Times reported yesterday that
the Taliban killed five police officers
with a roadside bomb in what it calls
““a relatively peaceful province’ in cen-
tral Afghanistan.

Separate attacks in Kandahar led to
the deaths of three officers, with six ci-
vilians wounded. A motorcycle bomb
took the lives of several more people in
Helmand province on Sunday night,
and then yet another motorcycle bomb
in northern Afghanistan on Monday,
wounding 26, with 10 in critical condi-
tion. And a deeply disturbing video is
making its way around the Internet
showing a 22-year-old Afghan woman
being brutally executed by the Taliban
over accusations of adultery.

Almost 11 years after our military
occupation began, the security situa-
tion in Afghanistan is clearly abysmal.
Our troops are in danger, Afghan secu-
rity forces are in danger, and innocent
civilians are in danger. Nearly 11 years
ago, we went to war with the goal of
defeating the Taliban, and yet the
Taliban is alive and well, winning re-
cruits, operating in the shadows, and
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ruling by terror throughout Afghani-
stan.

I’'m not saying that ending the war
and bringing our troops home will sta-
bilize Afghanistan overnight. But I am
saying that the longer we continue
with our military occupation, the more
we breathe life into the very forces
we’'re trying to defeat. It is the resent-
ment of our boots on the ground that is
helping to sustain the Taliban.

There are clearly urgent humani-
tarian needs in Afghanistan, Mr.
Speaker, and we have a moral responsi-
bility to help meet them.
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This is one of the poorest nations on
Earth, with infrastructure needs, chil-
dren who need schools, and malnutri-
tion that must be addressed. But de-
ploying thousands and thousands of
troops for more than a decade is not
the way to meet these challenges. Our
military is not trained or equipped to
do that kind of work.

For pennies on the dollar, Mr. Speak-
er, we can have a true civilian surge,
investing in development aid to im-
prove the lives of the Afghan people.
We could give USAID a fraction of the
$10 billion a month we spend on the
war in Afghanistan and we could do a
world of good. This approach isn’t just
the right thing to do, it isn’t just a
moral imperative, it’s the SMART na-
tional security strategy as well.

On the other hand, the existing strat-
egy of invasion and occupation has not
served us well. The Afghanistan war
has cost us dearly—in precious lives, in
taxpayer dollars, in moral authority,
and global credibility. It is under-
mining our national security interests
instead of advancing them.

Mr. Speaker, it’s time to do the
smart thing—bring our troops home
and, in return, invest in the hopes and
future of the Afghan people—and do it
now.

——
GOVERNMENT INCOMPETENCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. POE) for 5 minutes.

Mr. POE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, Indi-
ana prison inmate Ryan Greminger col-
lected unemployment benefits during
his 2-year sentence in the county jail
for a drug crime. He collected $14,000 of
taxpayer money. He was in jail, and
the government continued to pay him
anyway.

Only in America would we pay people
in jail because they are unemployed.
Greminger should not have obtained
money from honest American tax-
payers, but he did.

Government is becoming incom-
petent when it comes to paying unem-
ployment benefits. According to CNN,
the Federal Government overpaid $14
billion in unemployment benefits just
last year. That means 11 percent of all
jobless benefits paid out were not sup-
posed to be paid to those individuals.
Those overpayments that should have
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gone to people in need were sent by
government to those who didn’t de-
serve any money. You see, not all pay-
ments are to honest people who are
looking for jobs and are out of work.

Inmate Greminger’s case is bad, but
there’s more.

A convicted killer, murderer, in a
California prison was receiving at least
$30,000 in unemployment checks. The
murderer made sure that his family
and his friends cashed his checks while
he was locked up. So each month, his
family fraudulently cashed his $1,600
check, which they would then deposit
in his jail bank account. Guess where it
went next, Mr. Speaker? He shared the
jail money with some of his low-life
prison gang members while he was in
the joint.

There’s more.

The Federal Government reportedly
sent a man $515,000 in payments over 37
years—37 years, Mr. Speaker—because
he was supposedly unemployed. Thirty-
seven years of unemployment benefits
for anyone is nonsense to me, but who
exactly were they sending that money
to in this case? A dead person who died
40 years ago. No wonder he wasn’t
working, Mr. Speaker; he wasn’t
around.

We count on our government to
spend our tax dollars wisely, but it is
inefficiently sending money to those
not qualified to obtain taxpayer sup-
port—prison inmates and dead people.

Fourteen billion dollars is a lot of
money in anybody’s book. In the pri-
vate sector, if a business misappro-
priated $14 billion, the people in charge
would be fired or go to jail, but not so
with government agencies. These over-
payments and wasteful incompetent
spending really don’t shock or surprise
Americans anymore at all. There’s so
much waste of taxpayer money that we
have become accustomed to it, and we
actually expect government to waste
money—too big, too wasteful, too in-
competent, and too inefficient.

But the real problem is not waste,
but the size and inefficiency of govern-
ment. We’re moving to a society that is
just another European nanny state,
where government is bigger, bloated,
and controlling. The government says
it will provide all our needs if we just
turn over more power, authority, and
money to government and government
agencies.

Mr. Speaker, does anybody ever real-
ly get warm fuzzies when we hear
about government programs like the
post office, FEMA, the IRS, or TSA? I
don’t think so. Government doesn’t do
things better; it does things more ex-
pensively and wastefully. And govern-
ment promotes a concept of more de-
pendence on government, not independ-
ence.

We in Congress need to realize the
obvious—that unlimited, out-of-control
government is not the answer to our
problems. But until we get a grip on
government and move to a constitu-
tional concept of limited government,
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we should expect and demand more ac-
countability from the people that are
in charge of the people’s money.

With hard economic times affecting
the unemployed, we cannot tolerate
wasteful spending by government bu-
reaucracies. With 8.5 percent unem-
ployment nationwide, 11 percent in the
Hispanic community, 14 percent in the
African American community, 14 per-
cent for returning military from Iraq
and Afghanistan, and 50 percent unem-
ployment for recent college graduates,
we should demand that when govern-
ment helps those we as a society say it
should help, government does so prop-
erly and efficiently and in a dignified
way. Otherwise, more dead people will
continue to receive taxpayer money
that should go to people that are at
least alive.

And that’s just the way it is.

———

AFFORDABLE CARE ACT REPEAL
EFFORTS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. COHEN) for 5 minutes.

Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, the pas-
sage and implementation of the Afford-
able Care Act is the culmination of an
American political journey that start-
ed a century ago with Teddy Roosevelt
in 1912 with the Bull Moose Party—also
a Republican—and picked up years
later by Harry Truman and other
Presidents, including Richard Nixon,
another Republican. The most recent
groundwork for reform was laid in part
by the former Republican Presidential
candidate, Robert Dole, as an alter-
native to Hillary Clinton’s plan, and by
the present Republican Presidential
nominee, Mitt Romney. I commend
them for championing the concept of
the individual mandate back when it
wasn’t quite as unpopular on their side
of the aisle.

The history of reforming our Na-
tion’s health care system is a strong
one that has historically been cham-
pioned by lawmakers on both sides of
the political spectrum, until this Con-
gress. My colleagues on the other side
of the aisle have wasted hours upon
hours debating and voting upon the
various versions of the legislation that
would repeal the Affordable Care Act.

My colleagues know that these ini-
tiatives are fruitless. They know that
voting over and over and over again—
more than 30 times total—on measures
to repeal the Affordable Care Act is a
waste of time, but they keep calling for
these votes. Do you want to know why?
Because they want to distract the
American public from the fact that
they are so committed to unseating
our President, Barack Obama, that
they haven’t passed any effective jobs-
creating legislation since they took
over the majority in this House in 2010.

The Supreme Court of the United
States upheld the constitutionality of
the Affordable Care Act, and it’s time
to face the facts. Earlier today, a gen-
tleman from Virginia said, Oh, it was
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just 5-4. Bush v. Gore was 5-4. We ac-
cepted that the person who got the
least votes and lost Florida was Presi-
dent of the United States for 8 years,
but the consequences we still have to
face.

The Affordable Care Act is the law of
the land. As a result, millions of Amer-
icans who were previously uninsured or
underinsured have access to affordable,
high-quality health care. In fact, the
number of Americans uninsured is
equal to the population of 25 of the 50
States.

Thanks to the Affordable Care Act,
millions of Americans and small busi-
nesses have already benefited from
lower health care costs, increased ac-
cess to preventive care, and stronger
patient protections.

Thanks to the Affordable Care Act,
12.8 million families will receive re-
bates that total over $1 billion from in-
surers next month, in August, because
the law requires companies to provide
value for their premium dollar. Never
before has that happened.

Community health centers in my dis-
trict have received over $10 million to
deliver health care services to under-
served and impoverished Memphians,
and 170,000 households in my district
will get a premium credit so they can
afford quality health insurance cov-
erage.

Women no longer are considered a
preexisting condition, and insurance
companies can’t charge them more,
which they did, by 40 percent.

Medicare beneficiaries now have ac-
cess to preventive care and services
without any copay.

And 64,000 people in my district will
go from uninsured to insured.

32.5 million seniors nationwide re-
ceived one or more preventive care
treatments in 2011.

The doughnut hole is being closed; 50
percent discounts on covered brand-
name generics.

Annual and lifetime caps on health
care coverage are now illegal, meaning
insurance companies can’t kick you off
the plan just because you get cancer or
are in an accident or have a heart at-
tack.

Our children are now protected be-
cause insurers are prevented from de-
nying coverage to children under 19 for
preexisting conditions. This means up
to 17 million children with preexisting
conditions are now protected from dis-
crimination.

Young adults can remain on their
parents’ insurance until they’re 26, pro-
viding some protection in this uncer-
tain job market.
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It’s now affordable for small busi-
nesses to provide insurance to employ-
ees. The tax credits cover up to 35 per-
cent of the cost of coverage and will go
up to 50 percent in 2014. In fact, in 2011,
360,000 small employers used the Small
Business Health Care Tax Credit to
help them afford health insurance for 2
million workers.
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One of the most misleading argu-
ments by my colleagues concerns that
penalty that will be assessed on those
financially-able Americans who choose
not to purchase insurance, thereby not
taking responsibility for their health
care. Responsibility. That’s one of the
keynotes of the Republican side.

But if an uninsured person in my dis-
trict gets into a car accident or comes
down with an aggressive illness,
they’'re taken to a public hospital in
Memphis called The MED. The MED
treats everybody because they have to,
and when The MED takes cares of
those people, the property owners, the
responsible people, pay for it through
higher property taxes, or you pay for it
with your insurance, if you have it, be-
cause it’s uncompensated care if you go
to a non-public hospital.

The time and effort put in by nurses
and doctors and assistants at The MED
aren’t free. The medical devices and
supplies that The MED used to treat
those uninsured people aren’t free.
Every single resident of Shelby County
pays for those services when a person
seeks emergency services there, and
the taxes go up.

People who choose not to buy insur-
ance for themselves and their families,
even with the Federal Government pro-
viding incentives and credits, are irre-
sponsible free riders, and it’s the free
riders that the other side’s trying to
talk about, not the conscientious and
responsible people who take control of
their own lives and their own destinies.

Not taking responsibility for the
health of yourself and your family is
reckless. The free riders have been a
burden on our national health care sys-
tem for far too long, and it’s time they
take responsibility for their actions
and their health. This penalty, which
will be equal to no more than the esti-
mated cost of an insurance premium, is
the way we do it.

It’s long past time we implement the
health reform initiated by Teddy Roo-
sevelt and championed by people of
both parties. It’s time Americans real-
ize and take advantage of their right to
quality healthcare. And it’s long past
time my colleagues stop playing par-
tisan politics and start working on be-
half of the American people, not giant
corporations, once again.

———
STARTUP ACT 2.0

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. DoLD) for 5 minutes.

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, this week 1
welcomed 26 new citizens to this coun-
try. It was an inspirational event, and
I’'m so proud of all they have been able
to accomplish. These individuals have
worked hard to become citizens, and
they are poised to go on and fulfill the
American Dream. There is no doubt
that times are tough, and yet these in-
dividuals have persevered despite all of
the obstacles.

As families all over the Nation are
struggling with the lagging economy,
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we must remain focused on job cre-
ation and economic growth. As part of
my Main Street jobs agenda, I'm fo-
cused on bringing opportunities such as
STEM education for our students and
for those looking for work. As part of
this effort, I've cosponsored the bipar-
tisan, bicameral Startup Act 2.0.

The United States is the higher edu-
cation destination for the world. This
is a testament to the strength of these
institutions and the value of the de-
grees. But too often, foreign students
come here to learn, and then have lit-
tle choice but to return to their home
countries after they are through.

Students with advanced degrees in
science, technology, engineering, and
mathematics are forced to go home
with that knowledge, with the ideas
and aspirations, aspirations to change
the world and bring new technologies.
Many of them want to stay here to
make something of themselves here in
our country because it is still the best
place for ideas to become realities. And
what we do is we force them to go back
to their own country, to compete
against us here in the United States.

These ideas become solutions which,
in turn, become job-creating compa-
nies. According to a study by the Na-
tional Foundation for American Pol-
icy, immigrants founded or cofounded
almost half of the top 50 venture-
backed companies in the United States.

Since our Nation’s founding, Mr.
Speaker, immigrants have flourished,
along with our economy. America be-
comes a richer and more dynamic soci-
ety by encouraging the best and the
brightest from all over the world to set
up shop here on our soil. That is why
I'm honored to cosponsor the bipar-
tisan, bicameral Startup Act 2.0 that
will help get Americans back to work,
and I encourage my colleagues to do
the same.

America becomes a richer and more
dynamic society by encouraging the
best and the brightest from all over the
world to come here to our country.

The people I welcomed as new citi-
zens this week do not have time for
gridlock in Washington, Mr. Speaker.
The American public doesn’t have time
for gridlock in Washington. We must
move forward and find common ground
to help the millions of Americans who
are working toward their American
Dream, to help them get back to work.

———

READ THE BILLS AND COMPARE
THE TWO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. AL GREEN) for 5 minutes.

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speak-
er, this message is only for persons who
may get sick. If you will never get
sick, this message is not for you, N-O-
T, not for you. Only for those who will
get sick.

Mr. Speaker, I hold in my left hand a
copy of the Affordable Care Act. I hold
in my right hand the replacement bill
that my colleagues across the aisle
have been talking about.
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This bill has passed the Congress of
the United States of America. It is
more than 2,000 pages. It was con-
demned for being too long, which may
explain the size of this bill. This bill
has within it preventive care. This bill
has within it a cap on administrative
costs. You must spend 80 to 85 percent
of the money that insurance companies
collect on health care. This bill pro-
tects persons who are under 26 years of
age, as they can stay on their parents’
insurance. This bill covers persons with
preexisting conditions.

I had to read this bill. My constitu-
ents insisted that I read this bill before
voting on it.

And my constituents want me to
read this bill. This is the replacement
bill, and they want me to be sure that
I understand the replacement bill be-
fore I vote to repeal.

So what I'd like to do now, for all
within the sound of my voice and who
are viewing this, I want to read the re-
placement bill. I shall read the replace-
ment bill. Let me just read half of it
first. I shall now read one-half of the
replacement bill. Now, I shall read the
other half of the replacement bill.

Now, some of you will say, AL, you
read too fast; I didn’t pick up all of
that. So, for those who listen slowly, or
those who may have missed it, I shall
now read the replacement bill in its en-
tirety. That’s the replacement bill.

Here is the bill that we can read. I'm
going to ask that I be allowed to place
the replacement bill in the RECORD.

Mr. Speaker, I ask that persons con-
sider the empirical evidence as well as
the invisible evidence. When you weigh
the empirical evidence against the in-
visible evidence, you decide whether we
should vote to repeal.

Now, there may be some who con-
tend, well, AL, really, I'd just like to go
back to the way things were. Let’s
quickly go back to the way things
were. Gladys Knight had a song titled,
“The Way We Were.”

Here is the way we were in 2009. In
2009, when we were considering replace-
ment, we were spending $2.5 trillion a
year on health care. That’s a big num-
ber. Hard to get your mind around it.
That’s $79,000 a second. It was, at that
time, 17.6 percent of the GDP.

We were spending $100 billion a year
on persons who were uninsured. It was
projected that by 2018 we’d spend $4.4
trillion, which would have been 20.3
percent of GDP, which is $139,000 a sec-
ond.

In my State of Texas we had 6 mil-
lion people who were uninsured. In
Harris County, where I have my con-
gressional district, we had 1.1 million
people who were uninsured. Twenty
percent of the State’s children were un-
insured. Fifty million Americans were
uninsured. 45,000 persons per year were
dying because of a lack of insurance.
That’s one person every 12 minutes.

And if you don’t like that, call Har-
vard. I got the statistics from Harvard.

The system was not sustainable. This
is why we embarked upon producing
this bill.
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So I beg that those who insisted that
I read this bill before voting, please un-
derstand that before you vote, you
ought to read this bill and compare the
two.

——
O 1100
COMMUTER SAVINGS ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
New York (Ms. HAYWORTH) for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. HAYWORTH. As a frequent rider
and former commuter on New York’s
mass transit system, I know how im-
portant public transportation is.

Alone, the New York Metropolitan
Transportation Authority, or MTA,
transports more than 8.5 million com-
muters across metropolitan New York
every day. In the district I'm privileged
to serve—New York’s 19th Congres-
sional District—which includes West-
chester, Orange, Rockland, Dutchess,
and Putnam Counties, the MTA’s 31
Metro-North Railroad stations serve
11,000 passengers every weekday.

Our Hudson Valley’s mass transit
commuters lost part of their recent tax
credits for employer-provided mass
transit benefits as of January 1 of this
year. Commuters utilizing the mass
transit portion have seen their credits
drop from $230 per month to $125 per
month, which means that their com-
muting costs have increased. In con-
trast, commuters utilizing the driving
and parking benefits have seen an
automatic increase from $230 per
month to $240 per month, which is why
I introduced the Commuter Savings
Act on June 29.

This legislation would extend parity
between the mass transit and parking
portions of the transportation tax cred-
it, which would increase mass transit
benefits from $125 per month to $240 per
month. Mass transit minimizes traffic
congestion, reduces fuel consumption,
and limits the wear and tear on our
roads and bridges. It’s really a great
win for all of us even if we don’t use
mass transit. The Commuter Savings
Act will directly help more than 70,000
of our Hudson Valley neighbors, and
the bill is retroactive to January 1 of
this year, which will provide mass
transit commuters with a full 2 years
of certainty in their mass transit bene-
fits.

For the tens of thousands of Hudson
Valley residents and millions of Ameri-
cans across the country who rely on
safe and affordable public transpor-
tation and for all of us who enjoy the
benefits of those fellow Americans
using mass transit, I urge my col-
leagues to join me and my fellow pri-
mary COSponsors, Representatives
PETER KING and BOB DOLD, in giving
our mass transit commuters a break in
these tough economic times.

——

JULIE DOYLE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. ELLISON) for 5 minutes.
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Mr. ELLISON. I appreciate every-
thing everyone has said in defense of
the Affordable Care Act; but rather
than striking a statistical position or
coming up with basically what was
pretty humorous and entertaining by
my good friend from Texas—I really
enjoyed his presentation—I just want
to talk about a person.

This is the person I want to talk
about. She is a young lady from my
district in the prime of her youth. She
is only 25. I would like to talk to you
about her a little bit, Mr. Speaker.

Today, we are going to vote to repeal
the Affordable Care Act for the 3lst
time. We are wasting 2 days debating a
bill that has already passed the House
and that has no chance in the Senate.
Rather than spending our time cre-
ating jobs, we’re spending it trying to
take health care away from those who
need it most. One of those people, Mr.
Speaker, is an individual by the name
of Julie Doyle.

This is Julie. Julie is 25, as I said.
Her life has already been filled with nu-
merous roadblocks. Julie had her first
heart procedure at age 12; and for the
last 13 years, her life has been filled
with many ups and downs, including
having lost her father when she was 15.
Despite numerous health issues, Julie
is still very active as the captain of her
softball team, as the captain of her
tennis team. She is a student council
member and an active community vol-
unteer. So as you can imagine, I think
she is an amazing kid. Of course, she is
not a kid—she is a young woman now—
but she is still quite an amazing mem-
ber of our community.

Like many young people her age,
Julie is dreaming of going to college, of
having a successful career. She wants
to study business. Her efforts were de-
railed about 3 years ago when she
started having multiple system dis-
orders and started blacking out. There
were days when she only had the en-
ergy to crawl from the bathroom. Con-
cussions, bruises, broken teeth became
routine. Just as her condition was be-
coming severe, her insurance was due
to end. However, because of the Afford-
able Care Act provision allowing young
adults to stay on their parents’ plans
until the young adults are aged 26,
Julie was able to get the health care
that she needed.

Now, for the people who think it’s so
clever, so smart, so funny to repeal the
Affordable Care Act—I don’t know
what they think it is—I urge them to
think about Julie. Julie is worth it.

———

OPPOSITION TO REPEALING THE
AFFORDABLE CARE ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
California (Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD) for 5
minutes.

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker,
this is day 2 of the misguided Repub-
lican attempt to repeal the Affordable
Care Act. We have been down this road
31 times with the same arguments and
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the same often misleading rhetoric
that does not reflect the true benefits
of the Affordable Care Act.

Those who argue against it are not
speaking for my 167,000 uninsured con-
stituents who for the first time will re-
ceive health insurance coverage when
the law is fully implemented. They are
not speaking for the 7,000 young adults
who can now stay on their parents’ in-
surance plans until they are aged 26, or
for the 510 small businesses in my dis-
trict that are receiving tax credits to
help maintain or expand health care
coverage for their employees.

Colleagues who support the repeal of
the Affordable Care Act are also dis-
regarding the needs of minority com-
munities in which millions suffer from
persistent and life-shortening health
disparities. In my largely Latino dis-
trict, for example, thousands more of
my constituents will have access to
health care through the expansion of
Medicaid, the creation of health insur-
ance exchanges, and through the law’s
expansion of community health cen-
ters.

Mr. Speaker, my constituents do not
want the Affordable Care Act repealed
nor do the millions of Americans
across our country for which the ACA
has brought lifesaving benefits. This is
most certainly true for women, seniors
and people with disabilities.

Under the Affordable Care Act, being
female can no longer be considered a
preexisting condition. Women will no
longer have to pay higher premiums
than men, and prenatal care will fi-
nally be covered for all women in this
country.

Never again will our sisters, mothers
and daughters have to choose between
a mammogram or putting food on the
table because these lifesaving prevent-
ative health services will no longer re-
quire copayments.

As for seniors, last year, as a result
of health reform, over 32 million of
them received free preventative health
services, and over 5 million seniors are
saving close to $4 billion on Medicare
prescription drug costs as the dough-
nut hole closes.

Because Obama cares, our families
and neighbors with disabilities will no
longer live in fear of reaching lifetime
limits on their insurance or of being
excluded from coverage due to having
preexisting conditions.

Mr. Speaker, the Affordable Care Act
is already working for my constitu-
ents—for women, for minority commu-
nities, for seniors, and for people with
disabilities. It is time for my Repub-
lican colleagues to listen to these
Americans who do not want to lose
their new health benefits. The Supreme
Court has upheld the Affordable Care
Act. Let’s stop wasting time and tax-
payers’ money and find solutions to the
other complex issues facing our coun-
try today.
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OPPOSING THE REPEAL OF THE
AFFORDABLE CARE ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Florida (Ms. BROWN) for 56 minutes.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
the poor will always be with us, but our
job is to help raise the standards. I've
got to tell you, if it were not already
invented, I would say this Congress in-
vented the words the ‘‘do nothing Con-
gress’’—do nothing.

Today is the second day that we are
debating the repeal of the Affordable
Care Act. Let me be clear that not one
single person who has come to this
floor debating doing away with it
doesn’t have insurance, because we
have the best insurance. In fact, my
blood pressure is up, so I went down-
stairs. Because I have insurance, I was
able to test my blood pressure and get
some additional medication. In fact,
later I was able to go to the dentist be-
cause I have insurance. Yet what we
are debating is you at home not having
health care, because we—everybody in
this House, every Member who has
come to this floor—has health care.
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Every single President, since Theo-
dore Franklin Roosevelt, for 75 years
has tried to push some form of uni-
versal health care, and I want to thank
President Barack Obama. They like to
say ‘‘ObamaCare.” I want to say,
“President Barack Obama cares, and
he was able to accomplish something.”
Let’s be clear that the President pro-
poses, and the Congress disposes. So it
had to be the Congress. It was the
Democratic Congress, the Democratic
Senate, and the President that passed
the bill.

Instead of discussing health care re-
peal, we should be debating VA con-
struction. In my State as of July 1, the
VA paid an additional $500,000 to rent a
portable operating room for a project
that is 95 percent complete, but we
haven’t had a chance on the floor to
take up VA construction. We have 31
times that we’re taking up repealing
health care. I visited that facility last
month, and I found out that it would
have been a health risk not to expand
the program for the veterans in that
area.

People often say, ‘“What did the
Democratic House, President, and Con-
gress do?” We passed the largest VA
budget in the history of the United
States of America. We took care of the
veterans. We had a far-reaching budget.
We gave care to the caregivers of our
veterans. It goes on and on.

I really do believe to whom God has
given much, much is expected. He ex-
pects us to work to empower the Amer-
ican people with jobs and health care.
Basically ‘‘do nothing’ is the label of
this Congress, the Do-Nothing Con-
gress.
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MMM, MMM BAD HEALTH CARE
POLICY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
New York (Mr. CROWLEY) for 2 minutes.

Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, today,
Republicans in the House will once
again bring up a repeal of the Afford-
able Care Act.

We’ve seen a lot of repeal from them,
but not as much with respect to their
so-called plan to replace. I think I've
figured out what the GOP wants to re-
place the Affordable Care Act with.

Here is what I assume must be the
Republican plan for health care in our
country: chicken noodle soup. Chicken
noodle soup? Many of our mothers and
grandmothers have told us that chick-
en noodle soup is a cure-all for any-
thing, but I think the Republican plan
takes Grandma at her word a little too
literally.

Can’t afford health care coverage and
need medical care? Have some chicken
noodle soup. Have you been diagnosed
with a serious disease and can’t afford
the prescription drugs you need to
treat it? Have some chicken noodle
soup. At least you can rely on good old-
fashioned chicken noodle soup. Have a
preexisting condition 1like diabetes
that lets your insurance company deny
you coverage? That’s okay. Have some
chicken noodle soup and you’ll feel bet-
ter in the morning.

The truth is, it won’t be all better in
the morning. That’s why we enacted
the Affordable Care Act, to ensure that
people could get the affordable, quality
coverage they need; that seniors can
afford their prescription medications;
and that an insurance company can no
longer deny you coverage because you
have a preexisting condition.

I don’t know why Republicans want
to go back to the day when chicken
noodle soup was the only option for
hardworking families who couldn’t af-
ford care. The truth is, chicken noodle
soup might be mmm, mmm good for
lunch, but as a health care policy, it is
mmm, mmm bad.

———

LET’S STOP THE POSTURING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI) for 3 minutes.

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, we have
heard hours of impassioned speeches on
the repeal of the Affordable Care Act,
most defending all or nothing, and pit-
ting us against them. But the Amer-
ican people aren’t interested in the pol-
itics. They want us to focus on what we
can do moving forward to make good
health care more affordable for them
without breaking the bank.

I believe the ACA is flawed, and I
parted ways with the majority of my
Democratic colleagues in voting
against it in 2010. As I said then, ‘‘The
bill does not do enough to lower the
skyrocketing costs of health care, cuts
more than $400 billion from Medicare,
is not fiscally sustainable over the
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long-term, and breaks with the status
quo by allowing Federal funding for
abortion and abortion coverage.”’

But we all agree there are good provi-
sions. The bill expanded access to care
and improved health insurance by
doing things such as prohibiting dis-
crimination based on preexisting con-
ditions and extending family coverage
to children up to the age of 26. Why,
then, are we being asked to blindly
throw out the good with the bad, or al-
ternatively, to simply let the law stand
with no changes at all?

A few months after I voted against
the ACA, in a town hall meeting in
Hickory Hills, I was asked by an oppo-
nent of the law if I would vote to repeal
it. I said, ‘““No. We need a fix, not a re-
peal that would take us back to the
status quo.” He said, ‘“‘Okay. Repeal
and replace. Keep the good parts, and
make other necessary changes.”

I agreed, and that’s exactly what I
have been working to do. I helped pass
into law a bill to repeal the burden-
some 1099 requirement for small busi-
nesses and helped introduce and pass
legislation to repeal the ACA’s CLASS
Act program, which would have added
tens of billions of dollars to the deficit.
In addition, I worked to pass legisla-
tion to ensure that no taxpayer money
is spent for abortion under the law, and
I continue to fight against portions of
the HHS mandate that violate Ameri-
cans’ religious liberty.

At the start of this Congress, I hoped
we could work on major fixes to the
health care law. Instead, a bill was
brought to the floor in January 2011
which would have eliminated the entire
law with no exceptions. I opposed that
bill. I voted for a resolution instructing
four House committees to develop re-
placement legislation. Yet, 18 months
later, there still is no replacement. In-
stead, we’re again voting on a repeal,
period. And once again, we all know
this bill will pass the House and die in
the Senate.

A Chicago Tribune editorial recently
stated: “‘If Democrats want to save the
ambitions of this law, they’re going to
have to find a way to write a Truly Af-
fordable Care Act.” And the Tribune
concluded that Republicans ‘‘ought to
engage Democrats in a real effort to
contain the costs before the law takes
full effect in 2014.” I wholeheartedly
agree.

Let’s stop the posturing, roll up our
sleeves, and work to make health care
more affordable for all Americans in a
fiscally sound manner. That is what
the American people want us to do.
That is what we need to do.

————
REPEAL OF THE ACA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. CLAY) for 3 minutes.

Mr. CLAY. Mr. Speaker, I cannot be-
lieve we are asked for a 31st time to re-
peal the Affordable Care Act.

This isn’t just a policy issue. This is
a moral test. This is one of the great
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moral tests of our time. Those who
vote to repeal the Affordable Care Act
are failing that moral test. They are
utterly failing that test.

Paying health insurance premiums
and other health care bills has become
very difficult for American families.
Premiums have gone up each year and
the cost of health care has escalated.
Insurance companies have shifted costs
to consumers through increases in
deductibles and copayments and de-
creases in covered services. Low- and
middle-income families need relief
from skyrocketing health care costs.

The constitutional ACA provides real
relief to American families. First, the
Affordable Care Act provides direct fi-
nancial relief to millions of insured
American families that struggle to pay
health insurance premiums today. The
new law allows families to shop for a
plan in new State insurance exchanges
and allows them to receive a big dis-
count on their premiums.

0 1120

The ACA protects people from high
deductibles, high copayments, and un-
expected gaps in their insurance cov-
erage in three ways. It eliminates life-
time and annual limits on how much
an insurance plan will pay for covered
benefits. That means payments won’t
suddenly run out. It caps how much a
person must spend each year on
deductibles and copayments for cov-
ered benefits. That means that families
won’t